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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Request for Continued examination 
filed 10/4/2007. 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 4, 6, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 6, and 1 8-28 are pending in this case. Claims 1 , 
7, and 1 1 are independent claims. Claims 1 , 7, and 1 1 have been amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1 , 3, 4, 6, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 6, and 1 8-26 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Davis et al. (hereinafter Davis, US Patent 
Number 5,937,160, issued on August 10, 1999) in view of Patterson (US Patent 
Application Publication Number 2003/0028608, filed on January 15, 1999). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Davis discloses a method in which an update 
profile is accessed which contains a named URL, an update frequency for that URL, an 
e-mail address, and a update type (port) (column 10, line 55-column 11, line 12 and 
column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of Davis). Davis discloses that different ports 
(sections which consist of graphics and/or text) of the website may be specifically 
designated by the update profile (column 1, lines 36-51 and column 10, line 20-column 
1 1 , line 1 2 of Davis). Davis discloses that a determination about whether that URLs 
content is to be updated is made based on the update frequency (column 13, line 51- 
column 14, line 64 of Davis). If the URL needs to be updated a user is notified via e- 
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mail at which point the user accesses the page which causes the server to retrieve a 
copy of the page and present it to the user, the pages content comprising graphics and 
text (Figure 14D and column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of Davis). The user then 
submits a revised copy of the page via email at which point the server updates the URL 
based on the revised copy (column 2, line 36-column 3, line 35 of Davis). Davis does 
not explicitly disclose a method in which a copy of the content is sent between the user 
and the server as an e-mail attachment. However, Patterson discloses a method in 
which web content may be sent as an attachment in an e-mail (page 2-3, paragraphs 
0026-0030 of Patterson). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have combined the method of Davis of updating 
web content between a client and a server with the method of Patterson of transmitting 
web content via e-mail attachment because it would have allowed the user to be 
supplied with the content to be updated without interrupting the current operations being 
performed by the user. 

Regarding dependent claims 3 and 4, Davis discloses a method in which the 
web site content includes an update log and that the log is updated whenever a page is 
last checked and last updated (column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of Davis). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Davis discloses a method in which an update 
profile comprises a web page on a web site (column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of 
Davis). 
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Regarding independent claim 7 and dependent claim 10, the claims 
incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 1 and 6. Thus, the claims are 
rejected along the same rationale as claims 1 and 6. 

Regarding independent claim 11, Davis discloses a method in which a server, 
having non-volatile memory and software for updating and e-mailing resident on the 
server (column 6, line 7-column 8, line 39 of Davis), has a way to communicate with a 
named party and a web hosting server accesses an update profile which contains a 
named URL, an update frequency for that URL, an e-mail address, and a update type 
(port) (column 10, line 55-column 11, line 12 and column 13, line 51-column 14, line 64 
of Davis). Davis discloses that different ports (sections which consist of graphics 
and/or text) of the website may be specifically designated by the update profile (column 
1 , lines 36-51 and column 1 0, line 20-column 1 1 , line 1 2 of Davis). Davis discloses that 
a determination about whether that URLs content is to be updated is made based on 
the update frequency (column 1 3, line 51 -column 1 4, line 64 of Davis). If the URL 
needs to be updated a user is notified via e-mail at which point the user accesses the 
page which causes the server to retrieve a copy of the page and present it to the user, 
the pages content comprising graphics and text (Figure 14D and column 13, line 51- 
column 1 4, line 64 of Davis). The user then submits a revised copy of the page via 
email at which point the server updates the URL based on the revised copy (column 2, 
line 36-column 3, line 35 of Davis). Davis does not explicitly disclose a method in which 
a copy of the content is sent between the user and the server as an e-mail attachment. 
However, Patterson discloses a method in which web content may be sent as an 
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attachment in an e-mail (page 2-3, paragraphs 0026-0030 of Patterson). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the method of Davis of updating web content between a client and a 
server with the method of Patterson of transmitting web content via e-mail attachment 
because it would have allowed the user to be supplied with the content to be updated 
without interrupting the current operations being performed by the user. 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Davis discloses a method in which an update 
profile comprises a web page on a web site (column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of 
Davis). 

Regarding dependent claim 16, Davis discloses a method in which the web site 
content includes an update log and that the log is updated whenever a page is last 
checked and last updated (column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of Davis). 

Regarding dependent claims 18 and 20, Davis discloses that the revisions to 
the website content may include text formatted content and the updating includes 
mapping the text to hypertext markup language (column 1 0, line 55-column 1 1 , line 1 2 
of Davis). 

Regarding dependent claim 22, Davis discloses that the revisions to the 
website content may include text formatted content and the updating includes mapping 
the text to hypertext markup language (column 1 0, line 55-column 1 1 , line 1 2 of Davis). 

Regarding dependent claims 19, 21, and 23, Davis discloses that different 
ports (sections which consist of graphics and/or text) of the website may be specifically 
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designated by the update profile (column 1, lines 36-51 and column 10, lines 20-29 of 
Davis). 

Regarding dependent claims 24-26, Davis discloses that different types (ports - 
sections which consist of graphics and/or text) of the website may be specifically 
designated by the update profile in a custom setting (column 1, lines 36-51 and column 
10, lines 20-column 11, line 12 of Davis). 

5. Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Davis et al. (hereinafter Davis, US Patent Number 5,937,160, issued on August 10, 
1999) in view of Patterson (US Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0028608, 
filed on January 15, 1999), further in view of Hamzy et al. (hereinafter Hamzy, US 
Patent Number 6,636,247, filed January 31 , 2000). 

Regarding dependent claims 27 and 28, Davis discloses that the selection of 
content to be updated is based on elapsed time (update frequency) (Figure 12 B-2). 
Davis does not explicitly disclose that the elapsed time information may be randomly 
set, thus leading to random update selection. However, Hamzy discloses that content 
displayed may be updated after an elapsed time, which is randomly set (column 7, lines 
1 0-27 of Hamzy). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined the teachings of Davis and Patterson 
with the teachings of Hamzy because it would have constantly change the order in 
which web content was updated. 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 7/14/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

7. Regarding the arguments presented on pages 7-13, the examiner maintains that 
the rejection is proper. The applicant is most specifically arguing the idea that the pre- 
selected web site content is automatically sent as an attachment in an e-mail and the 
revised copy is responded to the server as a reply to the e-mail. Davis teaches that the 
original e-mail from the server to the user is an e-mail containing the URL which was 
pre-selected and then automatically included in an e-mail to the webpage to be updated 
(column 13, line 51 -column 14, line 64 of Davis) and also that a reply e-mail from the 
user to the server actually contains the web page itself is returned to the server which is 
then processed to make the correct updates to the web page (column 13, lines 7-49 of 
Davis). Davis never explicitly discloses that the content of the web page is sent as an 
attachment to the e-mail, rather a URL which is a representation of how to access the 
content of the e-mail. However, Davis clearly discloses the transmission of the content 
via e-mail by sending the URL and by sending the actual content. Patterson clearly 
discloses sending web page content as an attachment to an e-mail (page 2-3, 
paragraphs 0026-0030 of Patterson). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the method of Davis 
of updating web content between a client and a server with the method of Patterson of 
transmitting web content via e-mail attachment because it would have allowed the user 
to be supplied with the content to be updated without interrupting the current operations 
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being performed by the user. Additionally, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made because there is no 
functional difference between sending the web page as content of an e-mail (as shown 
by Davis) and as an attachment to an e-mail (as shown by Patterson), rather the two 
techniques are merely predictable ways of achieving the exact same result by the exact 
same means. In both cases web content (which was pre-selected and automatically 
sent in the teachings of Davis) is sent using an e-mail program in a notoriously well- 
known way so a user can view it. 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSHUA D. CAMPBELL whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-41 33. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 AM - 4:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Joshua D Campbell/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2178 

August 15, 2008 



